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Successive compromise in SALT ne- 
gotiations have now left limits that 
will control the dimensions, launch 
weight and throw-weight of missiles. 
Launch weight is important- because, 
of the amount of fuel carried and, 
therefore range, and throw-weight: 
determines the size and explosive: 
power of warheads. | 
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_ THERE IS NO restriction on new 
, submarine-launched intercontinental ; 
' missiles except limiting them to 14 re- 
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_ The United States has-not built a 
new land-based intercontinental mis- 
-sile since the Minuteman was started 
some two decades ago. During that 
period, the Soviet Union has de- 
veloped two néw generations of mis- 
siles and is now Working on another. 
The tentative treaty now specifies 
that each country will be permitted to’ 
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